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[Translated for the Jesuit.] 
CHAPTER VIL. 
OF THE DEPOSITARIES OF AUTHORITY 
IN THE CHURCH. 
V. 

Jesus Christ, having commended the faith of St. 
Peter, chose him to be the only visible Corner-Stone 
of the Ciurch, that is to say, the foundation and sup- 
port of this spiritual edifice, for he adds: And I 
say to thee: that thou art Peter and upon this rock I 
will build my church, and the gates of hell shall not 
prevail against it ;” (Matt. 16, iS) he calls him by 
the name he had promised at his first interview with 
him, when he said to him: * Thou art Simon the son 
of Jona: thow shalt be called Cephas,” (John 1, 42,) 
which was, in fact, the name he retained. through 
life, and which we express by the word Peter.— 
«Whenever our Lord,” says St. Francis of Sales,* 
“gave a name to men, he always took care to con- 
fer upon them at the same time some particular 

ace or privilege, peculiarly adapted to the neme. 
twas thus with Abraham (Gen. 17) Jacob (Gen. 
32) and others; so that God, by the names he im- 
poses, not only designates the things named, but he 
acquaints us likewise with their qualities and condi- 
tions; witness the angels who bear no other names 
than according to their office ; witness also St. John 
the Baptist. Thus the conferring a name on St. 
Peter is a proof of the particular excellence of his 
office, and which indicates, lke that of Abraham, 
both his superiority and his authority. For if Abra- 
ham was so named because he was to be the Father 
of many nations, so St. Peter received his name, 
which in the original language signifies a Rock, be- 
cause upon him as upon a solid rock, was to be 
founded a multitude of believers. 

Vi. 

“Tt is well known,? that what the head is to the 
body of a living man, or the root to a tree, the foun- 
dation likewise is to a building. Our Lord, there- 
fore, when he compares his church to an edifice, 
saying that he will erect it upon St. Peter, shows 
visibly that he intends St. Peter to be the founda- 
tion stone of this holy edifice, or the root of this 
precious tree, or the head of this comely body. Or, 








ifit be true that the stone, upon which an edifice is || 
taised, is the first, and that the others are only plac- | 


td upon to be sustained by it, those, doubtless, which 
we not sustained by it, cannot truly belong to the 
edifice. All other stones may be disphiced without 
materially affecting the building itself, but he who 
rymoves the foundation stone, overthrows at once 

entire house. The Frencli style an edifice the 
house, or the family of their blood, in this sense, that 
4% an edifice is nothing more than a collection of 
stones and other materials, properly arranged and 
distributed with order, cimetry and dependance ; so 
a family is but an assemblage of persons orderly 


“Mnited and dependant one upon another: it is in 


is sense also, that our Lord styles his church an 
edifice—a house, of which having established St. 
Peter the foundation, he appointed him to be the 
head and superior of that family.” 

Vil. 

“Our Lord is styled by excellence the Rock, be- 
tause he is the head andthe foundation of the church; 
he is the invisible corner-stone, that is to say, the 
prop and support of this spiritual edifice, and he 
wished to proclaim St. Peter the visible corner-stone, 
and upon this corner-stone he wished to build his 
church ; and in order to strengthen afterwards his 
brethren, (confirm thy brethren, Mark 3, 17) he first 
#trengthened him in the faith: hence it is he says: 
Thou art Peter, or Rock, and upon this rock or upon 
this stone I will build my church; and although the 
name Rock be common both to Jesus Christ and to 


St. Peter, there is notwithstanding this very great || 


Aifference between them: that our Lord is both the 
foundation, and the founder, the foundation and 
builder of the church, whereas St. Peter is the foun- 


| 


Vill. 


‘The twelve apostles are in like manner styled || 


by St. Paul, as well as in the Apocalypse, the fown- 
dation of the church; but our Lord having address- 
ed apart and applied to St. Peter in particular what 


|, was elsewhere addressed in general to the others. 


we must conclude that there resides in St. Peter 
some special property particularly relating to a 
foundation, and that he was in his own individual 
person what the whole college of the apostles were 
taken together. ‘The whole church was founded 
upon the apostles in general, and the whole upon 
St. Peter im particular. St. Peter, therefore, is the 
foundation considered apart, which the others are 
not; for, to which of these has he particularly said: 
Thou art Peter, &c.? As it would be offering vio- 
lence to the holy scripture to say, that all the Apos- 
tles in general have not been the foundation of the 
church; so it would be offering it violence to deny 
that St. Peter has been its foundation in particular. 
A general expression should have its general effect, 
as a particular one should have likewise its particu- 
lar one, in order that nothing might remain useless 
and destitute of mystery in scriptures so mysterious. 
The Apostles are styled the foundation of the church, 
because it was they who first planted the faith by 
their preaching ; and it is in this sense the text of 


the Apocalypse is to be understood, which is also | 


confirmed by the expression of St. Paul who does 


not say, that we should be built upon the apostles, || 


but upon the foundation of the apostles, that is to 


say, upon the doctrine which they preached : which | 


is easy to discover; for, he does not say only that 
we are upon the foundation of the apostles, but also 
of the prophets ; 
phets were not properly the fountation, in their own 
persons, of the evangelical church, but only by their 
doctrine. It is, therefore, in this sense that all the 
apostles are the foundation of the church; but St. 
Peter surpasses them all, in authority and govern- 
ment, as much as the head surpasses the members ; 
for, he was appointed and established ordinary Pas- 
tor and Supreme Head of the church ; whereas the 
other apostles were only delegated and commission- 
ed Pastors, with as full power and authority over 
the whole church, as St. Peter himself had, with this 
difference, that St. Peter was the Head of all, and 
Pastor, as he was the Head and Pastor of Christen- 
dom entire, so that St. Peter was the ordinary head 
not only of the rest of the Chureh, but that of the 
apostles themselves.””* 
ix. 

In reward of his faith, Jesus Christ promises 
again to St. Peter alone to give him the keys of 
heaven, which he follows up in these terms: To 
thee will IT give the keys of the kingdom: whatsoever 
thou shalt hind on earth, the same shall be bound in 
heaven, and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth the 
same shall be loosed in heaven.—Matt. 16, 19.“ When 
Sovereign Princes,t make their entry into the cities 
of their States, the keys thereof are presented to 
them in token of their sovereign authority. This is 


'| sion. 
| never dies. 


so true, that whenever the holy Scripture wishes: to | 


proclaim on any occasion a sovereign authority, it 
employs similar terms.i [tis supreme power, there- 
fore, that our Lord promises and imparts here to 
St. Peter, ag a master who setting out from his 
house, leaves his keys to some one who may under- 
take the charge and government of it.” 
Ai 

_ The keys were promised to St. Peter alone, and 
not to the other Apostles who were present; “ for,” 
says the same Saint whom we have all along quoted, 
“ after having said immediately before, and the gates 
of hell shall not prevail against it, (the church) what 
would have hindered Jesus Christ from adding : and 
I will give to them, or, to you, the keys of the kingdom 
of heaven? But, he says, I will give to Tuer, ad- 
dressing his words, all the time, to him whom he 
has called by his family name of Bar-Jona, and by 


Jesus Christ ever spoke of the keys to the other 
Apostles. 





[From the Truth Teller.} 
TO DR. BROWNLEE. 
PASTOR OF THE MIDDLE puTcH cHuRCcH.—[No. 9.] 


As clouds and wind when no rain followeth, so is the man 
that BoasreTu, and doth not ruri his promises. Pro, 2% 


—l4 

Rev. Sir,—In this world of cares arfl anxieties, 
collisions and strifes, there are incidents and occur- 
rences to be encountered, in which the temper of 
poor humanity will be severely tried—there are hap- 
penings in which the stability of earthly philosophy 
will be proved—there are trials where courage, like 
gold in the crucible, will be assayed. To escape 
every encounter and shock which test human dispo- 
sition is not the privilege of mortals—under some 
form or other they must be met. But, while some 
sink in the struggle and betray those infirmities which 
are never visited by compassion, others will rise su- 
perior to the most ill-omened difficulties, and ascend 
to victory, even under circumstances, where the best 
cast judgment had prophecied defeat. 

On tlood and in field, there are so many fortuitous 
accidents, that the chances of ultimate success are 
seldom within the power of positive calculation; and 
hence, defeat does not bring in its train those corrod- 
ing reflections which eat into the mind and distem- 
per its feelings. Ingenuity will devise its excuses— 
it will fight its battles over again, and trace ‘the 
catises of failure to some extraneous or hidden cross 
purpose that should not have interfered with the final 
accomplishment of the undertaking—and reposing 


on this consoling plea, the mortifications of temper 


arising out of non-success are mitigated, their bitter- 


' | ness daily mellowed, and, fi rotten. 
although we know that the pre- || - y mellowed, and, finally forg 


Not thus, however, in the matters of mental colli- 
Here defeat is followed b¥ the worm that 
Here the mind is embittered—the venom 
of hatred is blended with every thought against him 
who has been victor. The heart-blood darkens and 
curdles—it mantles in the face or recoils on the 
heart ; but, the controlling power to which its ebbs 


| and flows are obedient, is not of earth or above the 


|of its pain. 


earth. In intellectual overthrow no excuse to ‘steal 
the anguish from disgrace or the pang from dishonor 
can be sought. Every torture works in the fullness 
It is mind against mind. The mind 
alone is the combatant, and to the mind, solely, is 
committed the guidance of the strife. The object 


of attack, open and unguised, is before its vision— 


sprung. 


it is expressed in plain words and sentences. There 
are no zig-zag ways of approach, no trous de loup, 
no masked batteries, no subterranean mines to be 
If failure, if rout, be the result, the mind, 
alone, is in fault—and, hence, the bitterness and cor- 
rosive sullenness of temper generally displayed after 
discomfiture. 

The preceding remarks, Rev. Preacher and ‘ Gen- 
tleman’ of the Middle Dutch Church, are not idle— 
they are not improperly introduced. If pondered, 
if applied to you, they will explain the acerbity of 
temper and recklessness of truth exhibited by you 
since the commencement of the present polemic dis- 
cussion on your rule of faith.. The application of 


these remarks we entrust to your ‘ christian public,’ 


the mysterious name of Peter which he had added | 


to its” 


* Licet super omnes Apostolos ex aequo Ecclesie fortitudo 
solidetur, tamen inter duodecim unus ¢ligitur, ut, capite ton- 
| stituto, schismatis tollatur occasio.—S. Hirer. cont. Jov. I. 1. 
Sant alii Caeli rectores, sunt alii gregum Pastores, sed tu 


: n only ; our Lord is the Master, the Lord and | tanto gloriosius quanto differentivs nomen hereditasti—S. 


ee 


" St. Francis of Sales, disc. 30 de contr. + Tbid. 


| Bernard. ad Eng. 
t St. Francis of Sales, disc. 32, de contr. 
t Apoc. ¢. 1, 18. ¢. 3,7. Luke 1, 32. Isa. 12, 22. 


and it is no where found in the gospel that | 


| 


to the members of the Middle Dutch Church, and to 
your ‘highly intelligent and virtuous ladies. As 
the rights of ‘judge or jury’ are denied to us, we 
commit whatever is delicate in insinuation to the 
trust of your ‘ friends,’ contenting ourselves with the 
plain and stubborn assertion—your defeat is obvious 
—it is now admitted by the most prejudiced among 
the elite of your flock. It cannot be concealed. 
Your chagrin, therefore, is no mystery. It is read 
in every letter from your pen—it is proclaimed in 
your invincible Last to the Calvinistic community 
throughout this commonwealth in words and asser- 
tions that need no interpreter. This motley, dis- 
jointed, and chaotic letter, this farrago of spectral 
hobgoblins, how lucidly it illustrates the peculiarities 
of your mind. Raked from the old and moth eaten 
records of Calvinistic bigotry and slander, it revisits, 


‘like the Ghost in Hamlet, ‘the glimpses of the 


moon ;’ to frighten the children of the ‘ five hundred 
thousand who cheer you on;’ and if you question it, 
—_—_— it starts like a guilty thing 
Upon a fearful summons.’ 
Yet you, its author, are a Doctor of Theology, a 
Ruler in Israel, a Preacher in the Middle Dutch 
‘Church! You cannot prove your Protestant rule of 
faith, you cannot prove the Bible to be the word of God; 


* 
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but you can plunge into the dark abysses of hatred 
and calumny against Catholic creed, and return with 
the false tale, the obscene fiction, and the ribald jest, 
to strengthen hate and prejudice where hate and 
prejudice are already unhallowed and gnarled.— 
Truth, you pretended in your ‘ CHALLENGE,’ was the || 
object of your search, yet truth is never on your || 
lips! You were supposed to be a theologian and || 
logician, but the form of sound words is not found |) 
in your letters! You write, but, then, like Richard, || 
the bantling of your brain is 
* scarce half made up, 
And that so lamely and unfashionably, 
That dogs bark at it.’ 

Surely. Rev. Gentleman and Writer the days of your | 
anility have come before their time. But, still, chari- | 
tably supposing that a ray of some intellect yet lin- | 
gers in the twilight recesses of your mind, we ask | 
you One question in seriousness, and await your an- 
swer. Do you believe the tales of which your last 
letter is formed, to be any portion of Catholic creed ? 
Do you imagine Catholics will admit your malig- 
nant fictions, while they mock and reject the dreamy 
legends of the visionary among their own silly wri- 
ters? If you do, you are requested to translate for 
your ‘ virtuous ladies’ the following words from Ci- 
cero—‘ Antu censes ullam anum tam deliram futu- | 
ram fuisse, ut illis somniis crederet?’? Cicer. de) 
Divin. Take away faith from the Bible, and are 
there not many narrations that reason will reject ? 

Our conviction of your discomfiture in the present | 
polemic contest has, already, been expressed. ‘The 
victory achieved excites no stirrings of vanity, for it 
has been too easily won. At an early period of the |, 
discussion, you were informed, after the manner of | 
honest and intelligible compliment, such is oar mode, | 
that, had we CHALLENGED, you would not have been | 
the logician, theologian, and ‘ Writer’ selected. To 
every impartial and reflecting reader of our respec- | 
tive letters, it is evident, that, from the commence- 
ment, to use your own scriptural metaphor, we ‘ in- | 
serted the hook in your nose.’ This is not written | 
in the way of boast. If your ‘christian public’ could 
for an instant, hesitate, the completion of evidence 
is had in your tast letter. Your rule of faith, your | 
* matter of infinite importance,’ is abandoned. Your 
theme now is farcical caricature of Catholic doctrine. 
Is this procedure worthy of a Preacher to the  re- | 
spectable congregation of the Middle Dutch Church ? 
Is it worthy of a theologian who professes intimacy | 
with the Institutes of the shrewd and subtle Calvin ? 
Does it honor your carp in defence of your ‘ virtu- | 
ous’ Dulcineas del Toboso? All who have read 
your Last will concede, without insulting their judg- 
ment, that from your high station—a Calvinistic | 
Theologian—you have fallen. Asa logician your 
name will be sacred as a pass word to the realms of | 
Boetia—and as a Preacher—the tear of pity flows, 
* Othello’s occupation’s gone!’ Though some con- | 
cession must be made to the irritability of a mind 
writhing under the torturing vexation of defeat, still, 
it could not have been imagined, that, bitterness of 
spirit could so far ascend to mastery over discretion, 
as to cause forgetfulness of the station you occupy 
as a minister of religion, as a ruler in Israel, as an | 
interpreter of the ‘ Hebrew and Greek of the Holy | 
Ghost.’ Though unable to meet our arguments or | 
prove your rule of faith, if reckless of your own cha- | 
racter, you should have respected that of your 
‘friends’ and the community of the Middle Dutch | 
Church to whom your services are owing. The | 
state of mind in which you wrote your last letter is | 
not easily imagined; it may, perhaps, though re- 
motely, be conceived from the poetic language of 
Virgil describing the unfortunate Dido when Eneas 
and his companions intended to leave Carthage.— 

‘ Illa dolos dirumque nefas in pectore vereat 
Certa mori, varioque irarum fluctuat estu.’ 





As commiseration to the unfortunate, even to 
those who have been the authors of their own mis- 
haps, is natural to the human breast, there may be | 
those among your ‘ friends’ who deem our remarks 
on the general tenor of your letters severe. But 
this tender solicitude for your fallen state will be 
found to be misplaced, if impartiality will but con- 
sider your unprovoked ‘ CHaLLence,’ your gross 
allusions, foul insinuations, and ribald abuse of doc- 
trines, rites and ceremonies held sacred by Catholics. 
The precepts of Christianity are never violated when 
strict justice is dispensed. In the distribution of 
justice we might have been more severe, more stern, | 
and still, far within the limits of the christian law. 
Must not the Negro be painted black? When your 
* Challenge’ was accepted by us, you were advised 
to attend to the ‘form of sound words.’ Has this 
been done? No. Your interminable theme has 
been abuse and ribaldry against our creed—not ar- 
gument. Were we directed by the rigid laws of 
justice, our remarks might have been extended from 
your writings to your character. The induction is 
not difficult. An analysis of the one would easily {| 
guide to a detection of the other. With this, how- || 
ever, there shall be no critical interference. It is 
surrendered to your ‘christian public’ and your ‘ » 
tuous ladies.” You have ambitioned the high eleva-| 
tion of * Writer’ to the members of the Middle Dutch 


| 
| 
| 





Church—you have constituted yourself the guardian | 
and defender of their rule of faith—you impugn the | 
Catholic religion, not by argument, but by dogmatic 
assertion, idle and foul declamation, and it is in the 





| voluntary to the stake.’ 
| stake. 


guide to a future world. 


‘a future world. 


‘see Colos. 4 c. 16 vy. 


THE JESUIT. 


character of this professionship you are met by your 
opponents. If our observations on your letters do 
not at all times, secure the approval of your friends, 
we shelter ourselves under the philosophic truth—it 
is not possible to please all. While there is diver- 
sity of taste, there will be discrepancy in judgment. 
If at times we are serious, there are moments when 
a lighter tone is indulged. For this indulgence we 


claim the protection of a great name—Dr. Johnson. || 


Mark his words, Rev. Preacher— The diversion of 


baiting an author has the sanction of all ages and 


nations and is more lawful than the sport of teasing 
other animals, because for the most part, he comes 
You came voluntary to the 
You proclaimed your ‘ Challenge’ against 
the Catholic Bishop and Priests. Around this 
stake you may display your gambols; but should 
you attempt escape, there is a check string attached 


to the ‘hook in your nose,’ which will always warn 
/you to keep within the legitimate circuit. 
‘your demeanor, while restricted to this legitimate 


Should 


cireuit, indicate attention to the ‘form of sound 
words,’ we shall ;¢spect you—but should you incline 
to ribald abuse, gross insinuation, or exhibit a pro- 
pensity for obscene fictions and ‘virtuous ladies,’ 


\the infliction of certain corrections must be admin- 


istered. Then the ‘form of sound words,’ may be 
elicited, and argument obtained. Then, possibly, 
you may utter a better defence of your rule of faith. 
Be this, however, as it may, there is authority for 
this correctional process ; and the process you must 


| revere, if guided by your rule of faith—Balaam’s ass 
| did not speak until he was well cudgelled. 


Again, Rey. Preacher, we must call the attention 
of your ‘christian public’ and the members of the 
Middle Dutch Chureh to the palpable and serious 
deficiences evident in your nine crude and chaotic 


‘letters. Your contradictions must also be briefly 
registered. This done, we’ proceed to what was 


promised in our last letter—your ‘final Judge of 
Controversies.’ To aid facility for future reference, 


| they are registered under the following heading :— 
|| DEFICIENCES, INCONSISTENCIES, and CONTRADICTIONS | 


CONTAINED IN PREACHER BROWNLEE’S FIRST NINE 
LETTERS. 

He asserted that to ‘charge the Scriptures with 
obscurity or deficiency, would be to bring a charge 
against the Holy Ghost.’ This obscurity is proved 
from his own words defining his own rule of faith. 
See our last letter, 2d column. Therefore, the 
Preacher: conrrapicts himself; and, therefore, his 
Protestant rule, because obscure, is an unsafe guide 
to a future world. This obscurity was also proved 
from texts of Scripture. Our argument Aas not 
been, and cannot we, vefuted. 

‘The Bible, alone,’ the Preacher says, ‘is the rule 
of faith of every Protestant.’ He believes, as an ar- 
ticle of faith, the inspiration of the Bible ; but this 


inspiration cannot be proved from the Bible ; there- | 


fore, he admits an article of faith not derived from 
the Bible—therefore, the Bible alone is not his only 
rule of faith; therefore, he conrrapicrs himself; 
and, therefore, the Bible alone is not a_ sufficient 
This has not been refuted. 

Luther, directed by the ‘ Holy Spirit speaking to 
us in the written word of God, the Holy Scriptures,’ 
rejected the Epistle of St. James. Preacher Brown- 
lee admits it. Is Luther right? Is the Preacher in 
error? Is Lutherinerror? Isthe Preacher right? 
No answer has yet been given to these queries.— 
Why not? The canonicity of the Epistle of St. 
James is an article of faith with Preacher Brownlee 
—it is not an article of faith with Luther; therefore, 


the ‘speaking’ of the Preacher’s Holy Spirit does | 


not infallibly select Avu the articles of faith ; there- 


\\fore, the Preacher’s Protestant rule is deficient: 
j;and, therefore, it is an unsafe guide to a future 
| world. 


We ‘cHALLENGE’ refutation. 

The Preacher says, ‘ the Bible contains the whole 
religion of the Protestant.’ Buta divine religion 
cannot be derived from the Bible until the divine 
character of the Bible be established. This divine 
character cannot be established by the Preacher’s 
rule of faith, for the Bible itselfeannot establish its own 
inspiration. Therefore, the Preacher, by his ozon 
rule of faith, possesses no divine religion—therefore, 
having no divine religion, the Preacher is not a 
Christian, he is a petst or an inFpEL. Therefore, 
the Preacher’s Protestant rule is an unsafe guide to 
We ‘ cHALLENGE’ refutation. 


The Preacher asserted that ‘not one sentence of | 
inspired Scripture is known to be Jost.’ See his let- | 
ter No. 3. St. Paul’s epistle from Laodicea is lost ; | 
St. Paul wrote an epistle to | 
the Corinthians which is lost ; see 1 Cor. 5c. 9 v. | 
Who is the more veracious authority for the loss of | 


Scripture—St. Paul or Preacher Brownlee ? © Why 
has not the ‘ Writer’ to the Middle Dutch church | 
refuted St. Paul ? 

The Preacher asserted that Luther did not reject | 


the epistle of St. James—see his letter No. 3. His || 


words were, ‘ I solemnly deny.’ He was referred to| 
the original edition of Luther’s works printed at Je- 
na—to his work De cap. Babylonica. Why has) 
not the Preacher proved our reference false? He} 
cannot. 

The Preacher asserted we ‘ misquoted honest | 
John Wesley,’—see his letter, No. 3. 
ferred to. honest John’s works, 5th vol. printed by 
the Harpers in New York, year 1826. Why has 





mane 








ecient 
not the Preacher proved our reference false? He 
cannot. 
The Preacher insulted rraprrion by ‘ treating ‘it 
| with the same respect as the koran of Mahommed!’ 
see his letter No. 1. Yet he used tradition, and in 


| hostility to the principles of his rule of faith, to prove 
| the Bible to be the word of God ? 


Is this tnconsis- 
tency? Why will not the Preacher answer ? 

| The Preacher’s expressed condition to admit the 
authority of the Fathers was founded on the pro- 





He was re-|) 
| 


| duction of a ‘ genuine copy’—see his letter No. 1. 
| Yet, in the absence of this genuine copy, the authe- 
rity of the fathers has been used by him to assist hig 
(views! Is this inconsistency? Why will not the 
| Preacher answer ? 
|| The Preacher asserted while laboring to palliate 
the inconsistency incurred by quoting the Fathers 
as ‘expositors of truth,’ that the ‘knavish monks, 
who corrupted many parts of them, did not succeed 
in corrupting all of them, or all part of each of 
| them’—see his letter No.&. He was asked ‘ by what 
| eritical canon were the corrupted segregated from 
the genuine passages in the works of the fathers,’ 
Why does the Preacher's interior Spirit monopolize 
| this important secret?) Why will he not answer? 
|| Is not this a serious deficiency ? 
|| The Preacher endeavored to prove the abrogation 
| of the Jewish Sabbath from Scripture—see his letter 

No. 7. His inferences were shown to be false.— 

Why has he not refuted our arguments? He can- 

not. Is not this—deficiency ? 

The Preacher essayed to prove the Bible to be 
| the word of God—see his letter No. 5. His proof 
consisted of a series of assertions—no form of argue 
ment. His assertions were exhibited by us in the 
form of sixteen propositions—see our letter No. 5. 
One of those propositions has not yet been proved! 
Why not? Is not this a serious deficiency ? 

The Preacher in his vain efforts to prove the Bi- 
ble to be the word of God, asserted—see his letter 
No. 6, that ‘he knew the Bible to be the word of 
God from the external evidence of miracles wrought 
by the inspired writers, and which were continued 
| downto the time of St. Austin, who saw some wrought!” 

He was asked who was the inspired writer living and 
performing miracles down to the time of St. Austin? 
Why does he not answer? Is not this a deficiency 
in establishing his assertions ? 

The Preacher in his letter No. &, thus writes— 
‘against this monstrous doctrine of the Mass, I can 
produce seventeen of your early and best fathers, 
from Ireneus to St. Augustine. It began about the 
middle of the fifth century,’ &c.  Treneus lived in 
the second century, the Mass writes the Erudite in 

\\ the ‘Hebrew and Greek of the Holy Ghost,’ began 
about the middle of the fifth. How, then, could 
Ireneus be ‘against’? the Mass which had no exis- 
tence during his life? Will the Preacher solve this 
riddle? [tis a felicitous illustration of his ‘ squint. 

}, tn Vision. 

The Preacher has reaped the fruit of his irreli- 
gious invective against the Blessed Virgin~see our 
letter No. & 
red; he has been convicted of Nestorianism. To 
his title of Preacher in the Middle Duteh Church, 
he may now append, professor of Nestorian heresy 
to the ‘ virtuous ladies.’ 

Having registered a few—not all—of your incon- 
sistencies, contradictions, and deficiences, Rev. 
Preacher—having placed you on an eminence from 
which you cannot descend without peril—having 

| watched over the progress of your four months toil, 
your nine letters, including the mighty Last of death- 
less renown—a production on which you may in- 
scribe the words of Horace—‘ exegi MONUMENTUM 

_ cere perennius,’—we proceed to your ‘ Judge of Con- 

troversies.’ 

From the Scriptures themselves it is not difficult 
to prove that they cannot be the Judge of Contro- 
versy. Common sense tells us, we must distinguish 
between the letter of the Scriptures, and the sense 
of the Scriptures. St. Paul, 2 Cor. 3, 6, marks this 
distinction. ‘ The letter,’ says the Apostle, ‘ killeth, 
but the Spirit quickeneth, as though he had said, if 
you follow the true meaning and sense of Scripture, 
which is its soul and spirit, it will help you to salva- 
tion ; but if you neglect the true meaning and adhere 
only to the letter, and strive to make that the mean- 
ing, which the bare letter seems to import, you will 
fall certainly into error. That St. Austin under- 
stood the Apostle to have spoken in this sense, we 
know from Ser. 7, de temp. ‘ Dearly beloved,’ says 
he, ‘I have often admonished you in charity, that, 
in the lessons which on these days are read in the 
Church, we ought not to attend only to that which 
which we are taught by the bare letter, but that we 
must seek faith, fully (by taking away the veil of the 
letter) a true quickening spirit, for the Apostle says, 
‘ the letter killeth, but the Spirit quickeneth.’ Now, 
Rev. Sir, we say, that the Scriptures, if we regard 
the bare letter, cannot possibly be the Judge of Con- 
troversies. We also say, the Scriptures even if we 
regard its meaning cannot be the Judge of Contro- 
versy ; and we call on the christian public to mark 
‘our proofs of these assertions, and the delusion you 
‘labor under, in holding the Scriptures to be * your 
only rule of faith and judge of controversy.’ That 
the Scripture cannot be our judge of controversy, if 
'we regard the bare letter is thus proved. That 
which leads men into heresy and error cannot be 
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the infallible judge of all controversies; but the 
Scriptures, if we respect its bare letter, leads men 
jnto error and heresy ; therefore, it cannot be the 
infallible judge of controversies. The major propo- 
sition of this syllogism is self evident. 'The minor is 
proved by the words of St. Paul, ‘ the letter killeth,’ 
as much as to say it leadeth us into error. 

The letter of the Scriptures killed the Jews, who 
understood all the things that were foretold of Christ, 
according to the bare letter, and did not understand 
its spirit. St. Paul, 2 Cor. 3, 15, says of them, ‘ for 
even until this day when Moses is read a veil is upon 


their hearts ;’ that is, the Jews do not understand | 
Moses, whom they read daily, for they do not ac-| 


knowledge Christ, who is hidden in Moses from their 


sight, under the external ceremonies and sacrifices, | 


as under a veil, for even yet they adhere to the veil, 
not considering what is hid under it. 

The letter of the Scriptures kills not only the 
Jews, but also the Heretics. The Sabellians held 
that there were not three divine persons in the bless- 
ed Trinity, but only one. They called the same 


person the Father, Son and Holy Ghost, but in a_ 


different sense. The Farner, because he was the 
creator of all things—the Son, because he assumed 
human nature—the Hoty Guost, because he sanc- 
tified us. From this opinion it necessarily followed, 
that God the Father died and suffered—for this they 
were called by St. Augustine, Lib. de Herres cap. 4} 
Patropassians. But how did they fall into this er- 
ror? Because they understood, according to the 
letter, the words of St. John. 10 c¢. 30 v., «1 and the 
Father are one,’ and inferred that Christ and his 
Father were one in person contrary to the under- 
standing of the Catholic Church, which says, the 
Father and the Son are one in nature and two in 
person. 

The Arians said that Christ was not God but in- 
ferior to Lim. How did they fall into this error? 
They expounded the words of Christ according to 
the bare letter, John 24, v. 28. ‘The Father is 
greater than I,’ as if he had meant, that the Father 
is absolutely and in every respect greater than he, 
being contrary to the sense of the Chureh, which is 
that Christ according to his human nature is less 
than God the Father, but equal to him according to 
his divine nature. 

The Macedonians, out of the KILLING LETTER de- 
nied the Holy Ghost to be God—viz. from these 
words of St. Paul, 1 Cor. 2, v. 10, ‘the Spirit 
searcheth all things, yea even the deep things of 
God.’ Thus they argued, ‘ He that searcheth seek- 
eth—He that seeketh doubteth—He that doubteth 
is ignorant—He that is ignorant is not God—there- 


fore the Holy Ghost is not God. The meaning of 


the words in the Catholic sense is, ‘the Spirit search- | 


eth all things,” that is, the Spirit comprehends all 
things, knows all things. In this sense the Father 
is. said to search all things—‘ God doth search the 
hearts of all.’ 1 Parral. 28, v.9. ‘God searching 
the hearts and reins.’ Psalm 7, 10. ‘I the Lord 
searching hearts.’ Jer. 17, 10. 

The Manicheans affirmed that the Old Testament 
was contrary to the New—because they adhered to 
the outward letter. The Old Testament says, Ge- 
nesis 1, ‘ God created all things.’ ‘The New 'Testa- 
ment says, John 1, ‘the word created all things.’ 
Again, the Old Testament says, Genesis b, 27, ‘ God 
made man according to his own image.’ The New 
Testament says, John’8, v. 44. ‘Manis of the 
devil.’ 

The Pelagians denied original sin, and affirmed 
that the sin of Adam could hurt only himself. How 
did they fall into this heresy? By adhering to the 
‘letter that killeth.” They read in Ezekiel, 18 ec. 
20 v., ‘that the child shall not carry the iniquity of 
his father.’ Some ancient Heretics denied the re- 
surrection of the flesh because they found it written, 
John 6, 63, ‘it is the Spirit that quickeneth, the 
flesh profiteth nothing 3’ and Doctor Brownlee ad- 
duces the same text against another Catholic tenet, 
the real presence of Christ in the Eucharist ; but 
the Doctor and his compeers are deceived by the 
‘letter which killeth.’ In order to wean the Doe- 
tor from adherence to the bare letter of this text, 
we shall merely ask his interior spirit, the following 
questions. If the ‘flesh profit nothing,’ why did 
Christ take flesh to redeem man? Why was the 
word made flesh? Why did Christ suffer in the 
flesh on the Cross? Did he do this to no purpose ? 
The Doctor it is hoped will pardon this little digres- 
sion, we have been led to it by a wish to bring him 
to a right understanding. Enough has been said 
to prove that the Holy Scriptures cannot be our 
Judge of Controversies if we regard the mere letter ; 
we shall, therefore, hasten to show the ‘ christian 
public,’ that they cannot be our Judge of Contro- 
versy, even if their meaning be considered. 

The Scriptures are often obscure and hard to be 
understood. Out of this obscurity many controver- 
sies arise as to their true meaning. There must be 
some judge to determine their true meaning. But 
common sense tells us, this judge must be distinct 
from the Scriptures, for the Scripture itself, which 
is obscure, cannot determine its own meaning. -T'o 
deny that the Scriptures are obscure and hard to be 


understood, would, Rev. Sir, ‘ argue a derangement | 


in the moral faculty ;’ in truth, it would argue more 
it would savor of infidelity. It would certainly be 
unscriptural, after Saint Peter telling us, that in the 





\is obscure. 
| obscurity of the Scriptures. ‘This we are desirous 
|to do, in order to let the ‘ christian public’ see the 





Allow us to assign the causes of the || 


| . wate.) : | 
| wide difference there is between the lessons we have | 


'| been taught and your ‘ Protestant lesson and logic.’ | 


| The Scriptures are obscure for two reasons. ‘The 
|things treated of in the Scriptures and the manner 


jjof treating them, render the Scriptures obscure— 


The Scripture treats of Histories, Prophecies, Mys- 
teries, and Moral Precepts. 
rity in the Prophecies and Mysteries. These are 
above man’s capacity and understanding. We can 
perceive them, but after a dark manner, as St. Paul 
says, 1 Cor. 13,12. The manner in which these 
| things are treated of in the Scripture is obscure.— 
Are not the Scriptures full of figures, allegories, and 
parallels, which cover many things which the reader 
cannot immediately see? Is not the same word 
often used in the Holy Scriptures in different senses ? 
He who is not ignorant of the philosophy of human 
language will admit, that, this circumstance alone, 
must heighten its obscurity. In the 4th chap. of St. 


| John 13, we read, ¢ every one that drinketh of this 


water shal] thirst again but he that shail drink of 
the water that IT will give him, shall not thirst for 
ever.” Here we find that to ‘ drink of water and to 
thirst,’ are taken literally in the former part of the 
sentence, and figuratively in the latter. Again, in 
the very same chapter, v. 35, we read, ‘do not you 
say, that yet there are four months, and harvest 
cometh? Behold, I say to you, lift your eyes, and 
see the countries, that they are white already to 
harvest.’ In this sentence, the word harvest is taken 
in its proper signification in the first place, but, in 
the latter, figuratively. In St. Paul, 2 Cor. 5, 21, 
we read, ‘ Him who knew no sin, for us, he hath 
made sin.” Sin, in one place, is taken properly, but, 
in the other place, figuratively, that is, in sacrifice 
offered for sin. 

We discover figures, not only in the language of 


the Scriptures, but in the very things themselves, | 


which are treated of—The Paschal lamb was a 
figure of Christ—The Red Sea of baptism; Manna 
was a figure of the Eucharist, and Mount Sion of 
the church. This, Rev. Sir, causes great obscurity 
in the Scriptures. Furst, the reader does not imme- 
diately see what it is that the figure represents. For 
example, that the four beasts represent four king- 
doms and empires, Jer. 19, 10; that the Ram re- 
presents the King of the Medes and Persians, and 
the Goat the King of the Grecians. Dan. 7, v. 3, 
ibid. 8 v.20. These and many others are with difh- 
culty understood, by the generality of readers. 


In the Seriptures one thing is often a figure of 


things, which are contrary and repugnant one to 
another. ‘The deluge was both the figure of the 
baptism of the faithtul and of the punishment of the 
unfaithful ; and the rock, which 1s Christ, was the 
Stone of scandal and offence to those that perish, 
and to those who believe the Corner Stone. 

You will acknowledge, that there are in the Scrip- 
tures many apparent contradictions, which must 
create great difficulty in the mind of the reader. 
Another great cause of the obscurity of the Serip- 
tures, is this, that a transition 1s often suddenly made, 
from the literal sense to the mystical—from carnal 
things to spiritual—from temporal to eternal-—from 
the kings of Israel to Christ, and conversely. This 
you will find exemplified in the Psalms and in the 
7th chapter of Isaias, where, from the history of two 
kings, a sudden transition is made to the B. Virgin. 
In the Ith chapter, the Prophet passes from the 
King of Babylon to Lucifer. In the 71st Psalm, 
the Psalmist passes from Solomon to Christ. In the 
6th chap. of St. John the Evangelist, he passes from 
the barley loaves to the Eucharistic or Sacramental 
bread. In the histoyies of Scripture, things are not 
set down inthe order of their happening; nor is 
their chronology very clear, Now, Rev. Sir, we 
have assigned a few of our reasons for thinking the 
Bible to be a very obscure book, a book hard to be 
understood ; and we appeal to history, to the diffe- 
rences that exist on the most vital points of religion 
among the different Protestant sects, to prove that 
those differences, about the meaning of the Serip- 
tures, grow out of the obscurity of the Bible itself. 
Since the Bible, then, is obscure, how can it be the 
judge of the controversies that arise out of this obscu- 
rity? When thereis question of its own meaning, how 
can it possibly decide? Common sense tells us, that 
a judge, whose decisions are so obscure as to leave 
room for controversy, is extremely unfit for his office. 
We are convinced that such a judge would never be 
appointed or sanctioned by our Divine and All-wise 
Legislator. Will you have the goodness to tell us what 
the Scriptures have decided against Calvin, who in- 
formed his disciples that Christ spoke in jest, when 
he said, ‘If thou wilt enter into life, keep the com- 
|-mandments.” What have they decided against 
(Ecolampadius, who interpreted the words of John 
20, 26, ‘ Jesus came, the doors being shut, and stood 
in the midst of them,’ thus, ‘ whilst the doors were 
‘shut, Christ crept in through the window.’ 

Our next argument to prove that the Scriptures 
are not the judge of controversy we reserve for ano- 


| ther letter, as our object is to teach the Preacher of 


ithe Middle Dutch chtrch his catechism, we beg 


: . ———____] 
epistles of St. Paul there were ‘many things HARD || leave to call his attention to the following lesson, 


TO BE UNDERSTOOD.’ Now, Rev. Doctor, we hum-|| which our Catholic little children are taught, for the 
bly submit, that, whatever is ‘ hard to be understood’ | 


purpose of keeping them in the ‘unity of the Spirit 
and in the bond of peace.’ 

Q. Is not Scripture a sufficient rule of faith ? 

A. No; it is not, without a Catholic interpreter. 

Q. Where shall we find this interpreter ? 

A. In the Pastors that govern the Holy Catholic 
Church, the Apostle’s successors, from whom we re- 
ceived the Scriptures themselves. 

Q. Can plain Scripture deceive any man? Is it 


i not at least a rule of faith when it is plain ? 


There is great obscu- | 


A. Doubtless it is ; but it is not always plain when 
it is pretended to be plain; and where it is plain it 
is not always followed by those who pretend to make 
it their rule. 

Q. Is not Scripture the pure word of God? What. 
need of any other guide? Men may deceive us, 
but the word of God cannot. 

A. The Scripture is the word of God ; but Here- 
tics do not follow it in the controverted points, until 
they have, by their private interpretation, made it 
their own word. , 

Q. Do not at least Protestants profess to build 
their faith on Scripture, and not on any thing else ? 

A. They do, indeed, all profess much ; but none 
ef them in fact build upon it. Do not all the sects 
in christendom appeal to plain Scripture, even while 
they dissent from one another? The Lutherans, 
the Calvinists, the Zuinglians, the Socinians, the 
Anabaptists, the Independents, all pretend to build 
their contradictory tenets upon Scripture. Yet faith 
tells us as well as reason, that their differences and 
contradictory systems of opinion and doctrine are 
not in the Scriptures, but in the mistaken under- 
standings of those who undertake to be their own 
interpreters. 

Q. What do you mean by private judgment ? 

A. To be guided by one’s own sense in the inter- 
pretation of Scripture. v 

Q. Why may not every one be allowed to follow 
the Scripture according to the best of his judgment 
in matters of faith ? 

A. It is a most pernicious maxim; it destroys all 
obedience to the Church, which we are commanded 
to hear; besides it is the parent of many evils. 

Q. What are those evils? 

A. Innumerable sects. No heresy but what took 
its beginning from it. 

Q. Why may not I be allowed to follow my teach- 
er, or the congregation or national Church I belong 
ito? 

A. No National Church, no private congregation, 
or teacher, dissenting from the Universal or Catholic 
Church can be a safe guide to their followers: all 
Sectarists and Heretics follow such guides. 

Q. Why may we not at least follow the instinct 
of the Spirit? The Spirit of God cannot deceive 
us. 

\. Very true; the Spirit of God cannot deceive 
you, but you miy be deceived by those who tell you 
that you follow the instinct of the Spirit of God, 
when you do not. 

Such, Sir, are the answers you and every Biblio- 
mastix will receive from our poor children, and we 
defy you, with all your ¢ Protestant lesson and logic’ 
—nay, with all the ‘ Hebrew and Greek’ you have 
ever learned, even the GR&CAMAJORA, to refute them. 

We have shown you that you rule of faith and 
judge of controversy has been that of all the heretics 
and heresiarchs of the world, that Christianity has 
been libelled by it, and that it directly leads to infi- 
delity inasmuch as it involves the rejection of the 
Canonical books. The Scripture is your only rule 
of faith. Therefore, you can believe only that for 
which you have Scripture ; but you have no Serip- 
ture for the canonicity of the Scriptures ; therefore, 
you cannot believe the Scriptures to be canonical : 
therefore your rule of faith /eads to downright Deism. 

This, Rey. Sir, is a ‘more fatal result,’ and dem- 
onstrates a greater departure from the true rule of 
faith established by the Redeemer, than any thing 
that can well be imagined. Do you really think, that 
any man of education could help pitying you, were 
he to hear you establishing your only rule of faith 
and judge of controversy, by vulgar ribaldry and 
scurrility ? Let even your ‘ virtuous ladies’ compare 
your last letter with the answers of the Catholic boy 
on the rule of faith, and they will be ashamed of you. 
Were we to say that the Protestant religion is 1500 
years Mter than christianity, and that itis a fatal de- 
parture from the true faith, because we find a man 
of extensive erudition, Dr. Adam Clarke, recording 
his belief in a modern miracle, what would the pub- 
lic think of.us? Now, Sir, Dr. Adam Clarke, with 
the Holy Scriptures as his rule of faith, gives the fol- 
lowing account of the miracuLous growth of a wo- 
man’s hair. ‘Margaret Horne, an inhabitant of St. 
Peter du Port, in the Isle of Guernsey, came to me 
to Les Terres, in June 1787, to be electrified, hoping 
it would cure her of a settled deafness, by which she 
had been long afflicted. I gave her a few shocks 
‘through the head and ear one Saturday evening, 
‘about the end of June. Having combed out her grey 
hair, and, according to her custom, tied it on the top 
of her head, (which it would barely do being very 
short) she went to bed, and the next morning was 
astonished to find on taking off her cap, that her hair 
‘had in the night increased 8 or 10 inches in length. 
She immediately called Mrs. Johnson, in whose house 
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she lodged, who, viewing it, was equally astonished, POETRY. 
being perfectly acquainted with its former shortness. atte — 


This miraculous lock, for so 1 must term it, is of a 
color different from the rest of the hair. The cir- 
cumstances as above, I have taken from the conjoint 
testimony of Mrs. Horne and Mrs. Johnson, who are | 
both members of one society in St. Peter’s, and who | 
walk in the light, love and liberty of the Gospel of | 
Christ !’ What think you, Rev. Dr. of the faith of 
Mrs. Horne and Mrs. Johnson, and of the great Dr. 
Adam Clarke, with their only rule, the Bible 7, Who- 
ever takes the trouble of turning over the religious 
publications of Protestants and Dissenters, will find 
some hundred miracles recorded not less wonderful 
than this ; yet these are people who laugh at Catho- | 
lies credulity. Who has not heard of the famous | 
Mary Toft, who brought forth rabbits, and of Joan- | 
na Southcot, who raised the dead to life; whose | 
pregnancy was proved by Dr. Reece, whose votaries, 
amounting to many thousands, vouched she was preg- 
nant with the Messiah? Who has not heard of, 
Henry Lee, a follower of this mad woman, who kil- | Pig: — a ane rp i 
led a child in the act of circumcising it ? See Times, | y Hagen oar hictorss Mins rl ~- ” 
Sept. 10, 1824. The memory of such things should There, every day, like yesterday, 
chastise the superlative indiscretion of the preacher | Writes hopes that end in mockery ;— 
of the Middle Dutch church. In the time of Mary, | But who shall tear the veil away 
Protestants had their ‘ voice in the wall.’ Dr. Max- | Bofees Gio abyss of things to be : 
well, Bishop of Kilmore, describes the ghosts of Pro- | Thou passest on, and at thy side, 
testants drowned at Portadown bridge, ‘as some- || Even as a shade, Oblivion treads, 
times having been seen by day and by night, walk- 1 ee ee en — 
ing on the river; sometimes brandishing their naked | PS weehape Aen ema eon tye 
swords; sometimes singing psalms, and at other) Upon that gloomy scroll to-day, 
times shrieking in a most hideous and fearful man-| With records ages since effaced— 
ner.’ Strange, Rev. Sir, that such things could be | Like them shall live—like them decay. 
believed in the full light of the Gospel and under the | 
influence of your only rule of faith. All we shall say | 
in conclusion, is, that such things, as well as your | 
rule of faith, have originated in sheer fanaticism, and | 
have been sustained by imposture. We are, yours, &c. | 
JOHN POWER, 
THOS. C. LEVINS. | 








[Selected for the Jesuit.] 
THE WORLD. 
Sweeter and sweeter, day by day, 
Down time’s unquiet current hurled, 
Thou passest on thy restless way, 
Tumultuous and unstable world ! 
Thou passest on! time hath not seen 
Delay upon thy hurled path— 
And prayers and tears alike have been 
In vain to stay thy course of wrath. 








Thou passest on, and with thee go 


Thou passest on—with thee the vain 
That sport upon that flaunting blaze— 
Pride, framed of dust, and Folly’s train, 
Who court thy love, and run thy ways. 
But thou and I—(and be it so)— 
Press onwards to eternity ; 
Yet not together let us go 
To that deep voiced but shoreless sea ! 





fe 
‘New York, June 11, 1833. | Thou hast thy friends—I would have mine ; 
Thou hast thy thoughts—leave me my own; 


THE JES UI T. try a | I kneel not at thy gilded shrine ; 


is A I bow not at thy slavish throne !— 
I'll them pass by without a sigh, 
They make no swelling rapture now, 
The fierce delights that fire thine eye— 
The triumph of thine haughty brow! 











BOSTON, JUNE 22, 1833. 
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The Bisnor will give confirmation, next Sunday, (June || 





Pass on, relentless world '|—I grieve 
No more for all that thou hast riven : 
Pass on, in God's name—only leave 
The things thou never yet hast given ! 
A heart at ease—a mind at home— 
Affections fixed above thy sway— 
Faith set upon a world to come 
And patience through life’s little day. 


The Catholic Church in Sourn Bosron will be opened || 
next Sunday, (June 23d) when Divine Service will be per- 
formed and a Sermon delivered at the usual hour in the 
forenoon. 





An ABOMINABLE Fatsenoop. We have read with much 





Sr. Mary’s Cuurcu.—The solemn ceremony of conse- 
crating this church took place on Sunday last, accompanied 


surprise an article copied into the Christian Register of the 
15th inst., under the head Perversion or Rexiciovs ; e po 
| with all the splendor suited to the occasion. The scene 


Trora. It isas follows : : __ || was striking and well calculated to awaken the most elevat- 

“One of the most striking instances of the audacity with || eq sensibility of the soul _'The church was filled to over- 
which men will sometimes pervert religious truth to their own || flowing, and every facility was given, and every attention 
purposes, is related also by Governor Livingston in a letter to |) paid by the gentlemen composing the Committee of Ar- 
a friend written in 1754. He is speaking of the extraordinary || somone Seen dagen aaa -see. ne Maesteg i 
influence acquired by the French over the Indians and of the || bled is os en les ange Congrogeucn aeseue- 
pains which they took and the address they displayed in ob- || ed, among whom we were p eased to notice many of our 
taining and preserving it. In order to induce them to embrace || most distinguished citizens professing a different creed from 
the Catholic religion, and at the same time to prejudice them || ours, and whose private worth and public utility are no less 
against the English, their Missionaries persuaded them that the || admired by the Catholics of this city, than by the members 
Virgin Mary was born in Paris, and that our Saviour wascru- || of their own communion. 
cified at London by the English. Well may we say of relig- The venerable Bishop of the diocess, the Rt. Rev. Dr. 
ion, as Madame Roland said of liberty, ‘ how many erimes are || Dubois, supported by the Rev. Catholic clergy, having con- 
committed in thy name. ) 

The above has been selected, by the Unitarian Editor, as | tifical High Mass. ‘The responses being sung by the mem- 
an instance of the PERVERSION OF RELIGIOUS TRUTH. Ifhe | bers of the choir, the voeal department was ably sustained, 
can extract no better evidence from the authors he js famil- || and much praise is due to the gentleman who presided at 


iar with, to support his point, than such as the above, he had | the organ. The whole reflected the highest credit, andthe 


information, and not prostitute his paper, as he has in the || ral satisfaction. 


. 1] y 7 _ — ar oo 
present instance, to the PERVERSION oF RELIGIous TRUTH, || ‘The Very Rev. Dr. Power preached the dedication ser- 


: eee nF 7 || mon, and we do not recollect ever having heard him deliver 
by disseminating a base falsehood. Certain itishe will not ||. ,.’ : ; : 5 ee 
y =e || a discourse more lucid and instructive, replete with every 


serve much the cause cf Unitarianism by such sELEcTIONS, || argument which profound reading and theological research 


|| cluded the ceremony of consecration, commenced the Pon- | 


| taste and execution displayed by the members of the chvir, || 
better abandon them altogether, look elsewhere for correct || and the skill eyinced by the organist, seemed to give gene- 


| AMANHE members of the 


} 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


July 15. 


which its friends affect to propose as a system of religion || could supply. We regret our limits prevent us from giving |! 


addressed wholly to the understandings of the wise and || ® full report of his sermon. ; 

ainrniniin ost one af alteen bat bacue thasheve ancieh. |i At the conclusion of the Mass the Bishop announced to 
INTELLIGENT, not one of whom but knows the above wretch- || the congregation that he had committed the eutnniehenee 
ed extract, at this day, to be a malicious slander, fabricated || of St. Mary’s Church to the Rev. Mr. Quarter. In justice 


in the last century, like many others, by some unprincipled || to this young clergyman, we must say, the congregation of 


° 2 . ° a | %e » av 2a S NnICe 1 : 
ignorant fanatics, to blacken the Catholic religion ; and || St. ree fe rani ; me re sald to Joice . the a 
’ . . a . . |} ment; a better selection could not be made, a more zeal- 

yhich, unhappily at its firs ilatio 1€0 . ees . ‘ 
w ppily at its first circulation among the people, || ous, pious and exemplary Divine is not to be found among 


contributed in no small degree, to the atrocious murder of || the priesthood of this diocess—Trotu TELuer. 
Farner Rasxes, at Norridgewolk, Me., one of the great- 
est, the most enlightened and pious missionaries that ever | _Consecration.—The new Catholic Church at 
labored in this or any other country. We should have || Harper’s Ferry, was consecrated, on Sunday last, 
thought that the Editor of the Curistian Reoister, if he by Archbishop Wurrrtety of Baltimore, aided by 
felt no disposition like Dr. Harris of Dorchester, or the late | the Rev. Mr. Gripe, and two other clergymen 
Governor Lincoln of Maine,to rescue the Jesuit missionaries | from wip re Indisposition prevented nes from 
Galati cblensy afters Cendtical erinen eceldad least, | witnessing the ceremony, but we learn that it was 


: . interesting and imposing. 
have left their calumnies to be circulated afresh, among a The Church is a very neat edifice, built upon 


Protestant community in New England, by such blockheads | ground given by the Wager family. It does great 
only, as Frepericx Buren, A. M., and the Rev. Cua’s. A. || credit to the indefatigable Pastor, under whose aus-‘ 
Goopricu, who have, both in their way, presented the public || pices it was commenced and finished, and to the | 
with a history, as remarkable for the PERVERSION OF RBLIG-||COmmunity who contributed to its erection. It} 
10Us TRUTH, as of the shallowness and bigotry of the respec- stands upon the west hill, and adds much to the vil- 
ig Matasee lage by the way of ornament.— Virginia Free Press. 
Weare sorry tobe under the necessity of making these 
observations, particularly asthe Editor of the Christian Reg- 
ister Is not in the habit of striking at us in sO MARKED a man- 
ner,as on this occasion: but our sincere regard for RELIe- | 
foUs TRUTH, and the natural horror we have of every thing 
likea PER VERSTON ofit,have compelled us to notice his article, |! 
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Treorocicat Cuartence.—The Rev. T. Maguire, 
the Roman Catholic minister, who so ably defended | 
the tenets of his religion in the viva voce controversy | 
with the Rev. Mr. Pope, in the year 1827, has chal-'| 
lenged the Rt. Rev. Dr. Philjpotts, the Lord Bishop | 











| cases and ivory handles ; 
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to maintain a charge advenced by his Lordship in 
the House of Lords, when speaking on the subject 
of the present Irish system of National education 
The offensive expression, which it is Mr Maguire’s 
object to refute, is the following opinion advanced = 


Mass, without witnessing idolatry.” 








|| Human Fexicrry.—Abderame or Abdalrahman 
the Third, the Great Caliph of Cordova, left in his 
own hand this estimate of the value of earthly gran- 
deur and felicity. ‘Fifty years have I reigned, 
|| Riches, honors, pleasures, I have enjoyed them all 
| -—-exhausted them all. The Kings, my rivals, fear 
me, yet esteem me. All that men desire has been 
| lavished on me by heaven. In this long space of 
‘apparent felicity [ have calculated the number of 
, days in which I have been really happy—they 
amowft to fourteen. Mortals, learn how to appre- 
‘|ciate greatness, the world, and life.”—Miserrimus 
Notes. 
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Married in the church of the Hory Cross since the last 
Jesuit, James York and Amelia Randal. 
es eee 2) 

Interments in the Catholic burying-ground since the publi- 


|| cation of the last “ Jesuit.” 
At Bunker Hill, Edward M’Cann, 6 years. 











INFORMATION WANTED. 

RIDGET McTIERNAN, 121 Franklin St. New York, 
is anxious to learn the present abode of her two sisters, 
| viz. Margaret and Winifred McTiernan, daughters of Peter 
| McTiernan and Margaret Clancy, County of Letrim and Par- 

\|ish of Killargy, Ireland. They left Sligo July 12, 1827, for 
St. John’s N. B. July 15 


NOTICE, 
3oston Roman Catholic Mutual Re- 
lief Society are notified that their Anniversary meetin 
will be held at the Exchange Coffee House, at 10 0’clock, A. M. 


|| on the 4th day of July next, for the purpose of choosing offi- 
\| cers for the ensuing year, and transacting other business of 


the Society. A punctual attendance is earnestly requested. 
Dinner at 3 o'clock, P. M. Tickets for which may be had of 
the following gentlemen, viz:— 

Daniel M’ Gowan, John Neles, 

Patrick Conolly, W. L. Cazneau, 

George Kiernan, James King, 

Patrick Phillips, James Ryan, 

Michael Cullinan, James Byrne, 

John Doherty, Committee of Arrangements. 

Or at the Bar of the Exchange Coffee House. 
D.-TIMONEY, Sec'y. 

JOIN NUGENT, 
a ENERAL Cabinet Furniture, Chair, Feather Bed, and 
ef Mattress Warehouse, No. 25 & 27 Cornhill, late Market 





|| Street, Boston. 


N. B. J. N. would recommend to persons from the country 
wanting to purchase Furniture, to call as above and examine 
for themselves, before they purchase elsewhere. Jan. 5. 

WELROY---TALLOR, 

No. 12, East Conver Warnen Avenvur, CrfarLestown, 
TAY ESPECTFULLY informs his friends and the public that 
18% he carries on the above business with the strictest atten- 
tion to punctuality. He flatters himself that from his experi- 
ence in the various branches of his profession, he shall be ena- 
bled to give the utmost satisfaction to those who may please to 
honor him with their commands. Navy and Military work 
done in a first rate style, and with despatch. Feb. 2. 











ORSES, Carriages and Chaises’ to let by FRANCIS 
{60 LAFFERTY, at the Exchange Stable. 
*,*” Arso—Stabling for Horses. April 27. 
15 WATER STREET. 
am Vive LLIAM P. M’KAY, would avail 
ce} y limself of this opportunity to re- 
WON, turn his sincere thanks to his patrons and 








beg iP ay the public generally, for the liberal share 

U > ‘3 ~/yh@ of support which they have been pleased 
a ae cee andy to confer on him since his commencement 
“\" eo SZ 4 in business, and would respectfully solicit 


a continuance, at the same time assuring 
them that he will spare no pains nor personal attention to ren- 
der and execute the smallest favor bestowed in his line at once 
the most reasonable and satisfactory, and feels a degree of plea- 
sure and confidence in saying that the articles now offered for 
sale to the ladies and gentlemen cannot in point of quality and 
price fail to please. Fine gold plated lockets; fine do. jet, pearl, 
chased and plain finger rings; fine do.pearl, jet & paste broochs, 
harp, shamrock, rose, cross and other patterns; silver thimbles; 
do. toothpicks ; do. tea spoons, plated table and tea, do. ; satin 
stone necklaces ; scissors ; spectacles ; penknives ; ladies and 
gentlemen’s gilt morocco pocket books with and without clasps; 
rhadiographic three slit pens, with and without German silver 
double and single ivory and horn 
pocket combs ; watch chains, seals, keys and trimmings gene- 
rally ; warranted English watches, from 14 to $25 each; do. 
eight day gilt and mahogany timepieces, &c. 

March 23. eptf 
FOR SALE 

N the town of Whitefield, a Farm, containing one hundred 
it and twenty five acres of good land ; also a good house and 
barn; and a large orchard. It yields from 15 to 20 tons of hay 
‘sad year. It will be sold on reasonable terms. Application to 
ne made to the Rev. DENNIS RYAN. April. 6. 


JUST PUBLISHED, 
ND now for sale at P. Mooney’s Book Store, corner of 
Federal and Franklin streets, Tar CaTrcnism oF THE 
Councit or Trewt, announced as being in the Press some 
time ago. The same work may be had of John Doyle and 
James Ryan, New York ; of John M’Guigan, Phila Iphia ; 
of Rev. Mr. Figeac, Washington, D. C.; of Mr. P. Toimey, 
Frederick, Maryland ; at the Office of the Catholic Telegrap 
Cincinnati, Ohio; and of John King, Charleston, 8. C. 
Price, $1,50 cents per copy. 
Also an excellent little work, entitled, Ta£ Cross in 116 











of Exeter, to meet him at Manchester or Liverpool, ' ravx ticar. Price, 25 cents. June 1 
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“That no Protestant child can be present at the” 
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